February 2, 1983 LB 39

do have sone noney coming fromthat are |ocated, ourcow
out there, those school |ands, one and one-half nillion

acres, | think we have to have a second | ook at how we
handl e the funds coming out of those lands and | woul d
suggest that maybe later on, on this bill, we mght | ook

to that and also see if we are getting a decent. rental
and if those |lands are being used to benefit the famly
farner. And no sour grapes or anythlng el se but | noted
that, for exanple, ny opponent in the last election has
about six thousand acres of these school |ands that if
he had to own that sane | and woul d cost much, much more.
It is kind of like a gift of about a mllion dollars a
year fromthe State oi' Nebraska to this particular in-
di vi dual over what he would have to pay if he were an
aver age person buying that |and, paying interest, so on
and so forth, paying taxes. Six thousand acres is a
pretty good chunk of land. | mean even if you are not
famliar with how big an acre is it is a whole grouping
of land and so | would like to alert you that | wll be
looking into this bill further. | think it could be an
opportunity for some of the rural areas to get nore
equitable return fromsonmething that is definitely |o-
cated there and 1t changed the situation where all the
m |k cones down to the other place.

SENATOR CLARK: Senator Vickers.

SENATOR VI CKERS: M. Chairman and nenbers, | rise to
support LB 39 for many of the sane reasons pointed out
by Senator Lanb, that this bill is sinply reinstating
into statutes the same percentages that were there for

a nunber of years when we were assessing privately owned
| and at 35% and the school |ands were paying an in lieu
of tax paynent of 50$% to the school district that this
school land is located in. Of course the rationale for
that is because the school district or the school |ands
do not pay anvthing to the other political subdivisions
such as the county, the NRDs, and so forth. Inthe end,
however, they do pay an in lieu of tax paynent which is
relatively close to that paid by privately owned | ands
because of this percentage. |If this bill did not pass
that percentage woul d drop considerably. It woul d be

dr opped back to the old 50% that used to be in the
statutes which was a mistake of this body when we
changed fromnmills to a percentage of the dollar and
also at that tinme changed from 35% on privately owned
land to 100% we should have changed at that tinme the
val ue of the school lands, the in lieu of tax paynent
from50% to 143% in order to stay in the same percentage.
And as Senator Lanb indicated the Education Conmittee did
have a hearing on this issue |ast sunmer. That was the



